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Dear Dr Sebayang: 
 
Thank you for submitting your manuscript "Determinants of age-inappropriate breastfeeding, 
improved dietary diversity and good consumption of animal source foods among children 0 – 23 
months: Analysis of the 2012 and 2017 Indonesian Demographic Health Surveys" to Maternal & 
Child Nutrition. Your manuscript ID is MCN-12-18-OA-3596. Your paper will now be checked by 
the Editorial Office to ensure that it complies with our ‘Double Blind’ requirements and that it is 
ready to go to an Editor. If there are any changes required, your manuscript will be returned to 
you and you will receive instructions by email of what changes to make. If there are no changes 
required, your manuscript will be assigned to an Editor for initial assessment. 
 
The editors and associate editors first review each manuscript for appropriateness to the 
Journal. Based upon this review, approximately 50% of all submissions are sent on for external 
review. We typically make our decision about this within about 10 days of receipt of your paper. 
Should we decide that your paper will not proceed to peer review, we will notify you by email 
shortly thereafter. 
 
Please mention the above manuscript ID in all future correspondence. You can also view the 
status of your manuscript at any time by checking your Author Centre after logging in 
to https://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/mcn. 
 
Thank you for your support of MCN through your manuscript submission. 
 
Sincerely, 
Maternal & Child Nutrition Editorial Office 
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Dear Dr Sebayang: 
 
Manuscript ID MCN-12-18-OA-3596 entitled "Determinants of age-inappropriate breastfeeding, 
improved dietary diversity and good consumption of animal source foods among children 0 – 23 
months: Analysis of the 2012 and 2017 Indonesian Demographic Health Surveys" which you 
submitted to Maternal & Child Nutrition, has been reviewed.  The comments of the reviewers 
are included at the bottom of this letter. 
 
The reviewers have recommended some revisions to your manuscript.  We would be grateful if 
you could address the comments in a revised manuscript, highlighting all the changes made in 
the document, and provide a cover letter giving a point-by-point response to the concerns. 
Before submitting your revisions, please prepare the following documents: 
 
1. A cover letter giving a point-by-point response to the reviewers' concerns. In order to expedite 
the processing of the revised manuscript, please be as specific as possible in your response. 
 
2. A revised manuscript (word document), highlighting all the changes made in the document. 
Please try to address all of the concerns raised by the reviewers within the manuscript. Should 
you disagree with the reviewers' comments, please provide explanations. 
 
3. A “clean” version of your revised manuscript where the changes are not marked. 
 
If you feel that your paper could benefit from English language polishing, you may wish to 
consider having your paper professionally edited for English language by a service such as 
Wiley’s at http://wileyeditingservices.com. Please note that while this service will greatly improve 
the readability of your paper, it does not guarantee acceptance of your paper by the journal. 
 
To submit your revised manuscript: 
 
1. Log in by clicking on the link below 
 
*** PLEASE NOTE: This is a two-step process. After clicking on the link, you will be directed to 






Log into https://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/mcn and click on Author Center. You will find your 
manuscript title listed under "Manuscripts with Decisions". Under "Actions," click on "Create a 
Revision." Your manuscript number has been appended to denote a revision. PLEASE DO NOT 
SUBMIT YOUR REVISIONS AS A NEW MANUSCRIPT. 
 
2. Follow the on-screen instructions. First you will be asked to provide your “Response to 
Decision Letter”—this is the response to reviewer comments that you prepared earlier. 
 
3. Click through the next few screens to verify that all previously provided information is correct. 
 
4. File Upload:  Delete any files that you will be replacing (this includes your old manuscript). 
Upload your new revised manuscript file with changes highlighted, a “clean” copy of your 
revised manuscript file, any replacement figures/tables, or any new files. Once this is complete, 
the list of files in the “My Files” section should ONLY contain the final versions of everything. 
 
5. Review and submit: please be sure to double-check everything carefully so that your 
manuscript can be processed as quickly as possible. 
 
Because we are trying to facilitate timely publication of manuscripts submitted to Maternal & 
Child Nutrition, your revised manuscript should be uploaded as soon as possible.  If it is not 
possible for you to submit your revision within 30 days of the date of this email, we may have to 
consider your paper as a new submission. 
 
Once again, thank you for submitting your manuscript to Maternal & Child Nutrition and I look 
forward to receiving your revision. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dr Victoria Moran 
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Comments to the Author 
 
The manuscript is well written but still contains few grammatical errors. I suggest that the 
authors work with a professional in revising the manuscript. 
 
Below are my detailed comments. 
 
Title: I would suggest that “age-inappropriate” be replaced with “age-appropriate” because of the 
parallelism in the title (improved dietary diversity and good consumption of animal source food, 
which are both positive outcomes). 
Is it necessary to have the word “good” in the title? It is not clear what the authors mean by 






Outcomes should be clearly defined in the abstract, how did the authors define age-appropriate 
breastfeeding? Dietary diversity and what foods were included in the ASF? 
How many observations were included in the analyses? Did the authors combine the data from 
2002 and 2017? Or was there a comparison? 
I understand these details will be further explained in the method section but having detailed 
description of methods in the abstract would strengthen this section. 
 
Line 12 
…higher dietary diversity… 
 
Line 14 
“higher women’s educational and knowledge level…” were these assessed differently? It 
sounds like they were. Otherwise, I would suggest to only say “maternal education level” 
 
Line 18 




…with long-term impaired development… 
 
Lines 50-54 
Please consider indicating the direction of the association (positive, negative), also valid 
whenever the authors report results of association between 2 variables/outcomes. Also, this 




…that 13% of stunting in children under 5… 
 
Lines 56-59 
Consider separating in 2 sentences. 
 
Line 60 
What type of breastfeeding would prevent these 823,000 deaths? Early initiation, exclusive or 
continued breastfeeding at 1 year? 
 
Lines 61-62 needs a reference. 
 
Line 63 
…exclusive breastfeeding rates 
 
Lines 69-76 
This paragraph needs further explanation to strengthen the study justification. Consider linking 
the malnutrition situation with the child feeding practices indicators. 
Why would understanding the determinants of appropriate child feeding in Indonesia important? 
 
As general comments, please consider using linking words to make the flow of ideas easier to 
follow. Also, consider adding few sentences on the importance of consuming ASF in the early 
years and dietary diversity. These are the primary outcomes in the study so their importance on 
child growth and development should be explained further.  
 
Methods 
Consider adding a sentence that data from the 2 surveys were combined. 
 
Line 113 
…properly breastfeeding the child for his/her age… 
 
Line 124 
You mentioned in the statistical analyses that you used linear regression with dietary diversity 




Is there any rationale on choosing the cutoff of 3 and more types of ASF? 
 
Line 136 
Is there any rationale on categorizing certain variables/determinants such as maternal age, age 
difference between mother and father, etc.? also, any rationale on the range of each category? 
 
Line 144 
…owned (did not own any, …) 
Consider replacing the wording for the rest of the manuscript 
 
Line 167 




Please consider commenting the results in the order they appear in the table. 
 
Lines 232-233 
This needs rewording. It’s the mother who is breastfeeding. 
 
Lines 237-238 
This is unclear. Did the authors used the raw DDS as the dependent variable in the linear 
model? If so, this interpretation should be reworded. 
 
Lines 308-325: possible mechanisms 






This needs further explanation and reference. 
 
Line 344 
…fell in the worse 50%...not clear 
 
Lines 356-359 
What do ANC consultation cover now? 
 
Figure1 is difficult to see. 
For the figures, consider changing the unit on the x-axis based on what data you are presenting. 
For example, if percentage, consider using units of 10 (30, 40, 50) and for DDS, consider using 
units of 1. 
 
These comments are suggestions and do not, in any case, lower the importance of this study 
and its results on the global and local efforts to improve child feeding practices and ultimately 




Comments to the Author 
The research question posed by authors  is important to improve optimum infant and young 
child feeding practices in Indonesia. The manuscript is well-written and clear. There are a few 
suggestions that I would like to make to improve it further. 
 
Introduction: 
•       Although I fully agree regarding the importance of optimum child feeding practices to 
support child growth, I think authors might want to consider start the introduction with a 
paragraph related to child feeding first and then mention the importance to support growth 
including preventing stunting – rather than starting with stunting in the first paragraph. 
•       Please spell out ASF at the first time the acronym was used (2nd paragraph – line 54). 
•       I found how the paragraphs were structured is a bit confusing. For example: In the 2nd 
paragraph, authors first talked about dietary diversity – then moved to ASF in the next sentence. 
Then go back to dietary diversity again. Authors might want to revisit the structure. Similarly, in 
the third paragraph, authors talked about breastfeeding but then in the fifth paragraph, the 
breastfeeding topic is discussed again. 
•       3rd paragraph: regarding the economic consequence of inappropriate practice, is there any 
information from Indonesia? 
•       Please translate Balitbangkes – to make it clearer. The reference list could also have the 
Indonesian name and English translation. 
•       I think paragraph 5 is quite confusing as authors mixed all the outcomes and studies 
showing factors associated with each of them. I suggest authors to make it clearer to readers. 
•       I found that last paragraph with the objective statement is a bit separated from the previous 
paragraphs. Authors might want to add some sentences leading to the objective statement at 
the end. 
•       Authors might want to add a paragraph stating the significance of the study at the end of 
the Introduction Section. 
 
Methods: 
•       An analytical framework will help to explain all the variables used in this study 
•       Please mention the inclusion criteria applied. How many children were included in this 
analysis from each survey? 
•       I found it interesting that authors combined all provinces outside Sumatera and Java as 
Eastern Indonesia. The discrepancy between provinces in this group is known to be quite large. 
Was there any specific reason or theoretical background for authors to do so? Statistically, did 
authors also check if they all could be combined together as Easter Indonesia?    
•       For ANC quality, what was the reason for authors for using those cut-off points? 
•       From the results, we could see that women’s empowerment factors were categorized into 
three groups. What was the basis of this categorization? 
•       Did authors check for any potential interaction or collinearity between variables used in this 
analysis? 
•       There is a variable titled knowledge level of women. What kind of knowledge level was 
used by authors? 
 
 
Results and Discussion 
•       Tables should be self-explanatory. I suggest authors include footnotes to explain the 
constructed variables/indices used in this analysis, e.g. disagreement towards wife beating – 
what the variables consisted of? This is similar to decision making power, labour force variables; 
women knowledge. Please check throughout Table 3-4. 
•       Similar to the Introduction Section, I suggest authors to make the structure clearer, for 
example by structuring it based on outcomes per paragraph. 
•       Authors have covered most of the findings in the policy implications. I suggested 
authors  include recommended actions to improve the quality of antenatal care or counselling 
provided, as well as the differences in region/provinces found in this study. 
•       Another issue with age-inappropriate breastfeeding is the introduction of formula milk by 
birth attendants in health facilities directly after birth. What could authors recommend based on 





Response to Reviewers’ Comments 
 




Comments to the Author 
 
Comment: 
The manuscript is well written but still contains few grammatical errors. I suggest that the authors work 
with a professional in revising the manuscript. 
Response: 
The manuscript has been edited by a native English speaker. 
 
Below are my detailed comments. 
 
Comment: 
Title: I would suggest that “age-inappropriate” be replaced with “age-appropriate” because of the 
parallelism in the title (improved dietary diversity and good consumption of animal source food, which are 
both positive outcomes).  
Is it necessary to have the word “good” in the title? It is not clear what the authors mean by “good 
consumption of ASF” just by reading the title.  
Response: 
Thank you for the comment.  As suggested we have changed the title to the following: 
“Determinants of age-appropriate breastfeeding, dietary diversity and consumption of animal source 






Outcomes should be clearly defined in the abstract, how did the authors define age-appropriate 
breastfeeding? Dietary diversity and what foods were included in the ASF? 
How many observations were included in the analyses? Did the authors combine the data from 2002 and 
2017? Or was there a comparison?  
I understand these details will be further explained in the method section but having detailed description 
of methods in the abstract would strengthen this section.  
Response:  
We added in the abstract the number of observations in the analysis and that we combined data from the 
2012 and 2017 surveys.  Due to word limits we cannot add definition of outcomes in the abstract 
Comment: 
Line 12 
…higher dietary diversity… 
Response: 
The word was revised as suggested. 
Comment: 
Line 14 
“higher women’s educational and knowledge level…” were these assessed differently? It sounds like they 
were. Otherwise, I would suggest to only say “maternal education level” 
Response: 
Thank you for pointing this out.  Women’s educational and knowledge level is one indicator created from 
both maternal formal education level and her access to media that we think is a proxy for her knowledge.  
Therefore, we have now changed the term to women’s knowledge level to keep it simple. 
Comment: 
Line 18 
…on improving dietary diversity… 
Response: 




…with long-term impaired development… 
Response: 
The change was made as suggested. 
Comment: 
Lines 50-54  
Please consider indicating the direction of the association (positive, negative), also valid whenever the 
authors report results of association between 2 variables/outcomes. Also, this sentence would be clearer 
if you separate the dietary diversity-stunting and consumption of ASF-stunting.  
Response: 
The manuscript was revised as suggested. 
Comment: 
Line 55 
…that 13% of stunting in children under 5… 
Response: 
Changes were made as suggested 
Comment: 
Lines 56-59 
Consider separating in 2 sentences.  
Response: 
The paragraph is now rearranged for better clarity and flow. 
Comment: 
Line 60 
What type of breastfeeding would prevent these 823,000 deaths? Early initiation, exclusive or continued 
breastfeeding at 1 year? 
Response: 
Both exclusive and continued breastfeeding was calculated in the study.  Changes have been made in 
the manuscript for clarity. 
Comment: 
Lines 61-62 needs a reference. 
Response: 
The reference was added 
Comment: 
Line 63 
…exclusive breastfeeding rates 
Response: 
Changes was made as suggested 
Comment: 
Lines 69-76 
This paragraph needs further explanation to strengthen the study justification. Consider linking the 
malnutrition situation with the child feeding practices indicators.  
Response: 
Introduction section has been revised as suggested. 
Comment: 
Why would understanding the determinants of appropriate child feeding in Indonesia important?  
Response: 
Further explanation has been added as suggested 
Comment: 
As general comments, please consider using linking words to make the flow of ideas easier to follow. 
Also, consider adding few sentences on the importance of consuming ASF in the early years and dietary 
diversity. These are the primary outcomes in the study so their importance on child growth and 
development should be explained further. 
Response: 
Linking words are now added for better flow.  The link between ASF consumption and dietary diversity 




Consider adding a sentence that data from the 2 surveys were combined. 
Response: 
Thank you for the suggestion.  We have made the change as suggested.  The second sentence in the 
methods section now reads “We used data from the last two surveys (2012 and 2017), which we 
combined for our analyses”  
Comment: 
Line 113 
…properly breastfeeding the child for his/her age… 
Response: 
The changes were made as suggested. 
Comment: 
Line 124 
You mentioned in the statistical analyses that you used linear regression with dietary diversity scores. It is 
not clear what the authors mean by “this study analyzed the mean difference in DDS”.  
Response: 
Thank you for pointing this out.  We have made changes to the sentence.  The sentence now reads as 
follows: 
“This study analysed the increase in mean dietary diversity score” 
Comment: 
Line 130 
Is there any rationale on choosing the cutoff of 3 and more types of ASF?  
Response: 
We checked the distribution of types of ASF in the dataset.  60% of the samples consumed only 0 – 2 
types of ASF the day before the survey.  When we checked the type consumed by number of types 
consumed we found that most children at milk and eggs.  Less than 30% of children who had 2 types of 
ASF had fish and <20% had meat. There were nearly 50% children eating fish and meat among those 
who consumed 3 types of AFS. Thus, we decided to use the cut off of 3+ ASF. 
Line 130 in the manuscript has been revised as follows: 
“Based on the distribution of the variety of ASF types by the number of types consumed, a child is 






Is there any rationale on categorizing certain variables/determinants such as maternal age, age difference 
between mother and father, etc.? also, any rationale on the range of each category? 
Response: 
We used the categorisation commonly used for DHS data.  For age difference between mother and 
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…owned (did not own any, …) 
Consider replacing the wording for the rest of the manuscript 
Response: 
The changes were made based on the suggestion. 
Comment: 
Line 167 
…decision-making power…over what? Health or big purchase in the household or income or in general? 
Response: 
Information on decision making power in the household is now added in the paragraph 
Comment: 
Results 
Please consider commenting the results in the order they appear in the table.  
Response: 




This needs rewording. It’s the mother who is breastfeeding.  
Response: 
Changes were made as suggested 
Comment: 
Lines 237-238  
This is unclear. Did the authors used the raw DDS as the dependent variable in the linear model? If so, 
this interpretation should be reworded.  
Response: 
The paragraphs were revised and reworded as suggested 
Comment: 
Lines 308-325: possible mechanisms 
This section should be supported by more references of previous studies. 
Response: 





Possible mechanism have been added 
Comment: 
Lines 321-322 
This needs further explanation and reference.  
Response: 
The sentence was revised for better clarity 
Comment: 
Line 344 
…fell in the worse 50%...not clear 
Response:  
The sentence is now changed for clarity to: ‘Our results show that the Indonesian government needs to 
focus on programs to improve child feeding in all eastern parts of Indonesia as well as in several 
provinces in western Indonesia that were amongst the worse half of all provinces.’.  The list of the 
provinces in west Indonesia in the worse half is provided in the next sentence 
Comment: 
Lines 356-359 
What do ANC consultation cover now? 
Response: 
We have described the information given on consultation in the text. 
Comment: 
Figure1 is difficult to see.  
For the figures, consider changing the unit on the x-axis based on what data you are presenting. For 
example, if percentage, consider using units of 10 (30, 40, 50) and for DDS, consider using units of 1.  
Response: 
The figures have been updated as suggested 
These comments are suggestions and do not, in any case, lower the importance of this study and its 
results on the global and local efforts to improve child feeding practices and ultimately child malnutrition 




Comments to the Author 
The research question posed by authors is important to improve optimum infant and young child feeding 
practices in Indonesia. The manuscript is well-written and clear. There are a few suggestions that I would 
like to make to improve it further. 
Comment: 
Introduction:  
Although I fully agree regarding the importance of optimum child feeding practices to support child 
growth, I think authors might want to consider start the introduction with a paragraph related to child 
feeding first and then mention the importance to support growth including preventing stunting – rather 
than starting with stunting in the first paragraph. 
Response:  
The Introduction was revised as suggested. 
Comment: 
Please spell out ASF at the first time the acronym was used (2nd paragraph – line 54). 
Response:  
ASF is already spelled out at the first time it’s used on the second sentence of the second paragraph.  
The sentence now reads as follows: ” Similarly, higher consumption of animal source food (ASF) 
(Headey, Hirvonen, & Hoddinott, 2018; Krasevec et al., 2017)” 
Comment: 
I found how the paragraphs were structured is a bit confusing. For example: In the 2nd paragraph, 
authors first talked about dietary diversity – then moved to ASF in the next sentence. Then go back to 
dietary diversity again. Authors might want to revisit the structure. Similarly, in the third paragraph, 
authors talked about breastfeeding but then in the fifth paragraph, the breastfeeding topic is discussed 
again. 
Response: 
The second paragraph has been rearranged for better structure as suggested.  The third paragraph 
presents the impact of not breastfeeding while the fifth paragraph discusses factors known to be 
associated with child feeding.  Therefore, these paragraphs are kept unchanged. 
Comment: 
3rd paragraph: regarding the economic consequence of inappropriate practice, is there any information 
from Indonesia? 
Response: 
Estimate for Indonesia is now provided. 
Comment: 
Please translate Balitbangkes – to make it clearer. The reference list could also have the Indonesian 
name and English translation. 
Response: 
The changes have been made as suggested 
Comment: 
I think paragraph 5 is quite confusing as authors mixed all the outcomes and studies showing factors 
associated with each of them. I suggest authors to make it clearer to readers. 
Response: 
Paragraph 5 is now revised for clarity 
Comment: 
I found that last paragraph with the objective statement is a bit separated from the previous paragraphs. 
Authors might want to add some sentences leading to the objective statement at the end. 
Response: 
The last paragraph of introduction is now revised as suggested 
Comment: 
Authors might want to add a paragraph stating the significance of the study at the end of the Introduction 
Section. 
Response: 
We have now added the significance of the study to provide evidence for programs in the last paragraph 
Comment: 
Methods: 
An analytical framework will help to explain all the variables used in this study 
Response: 
We have now added an analytical framework in the supplementary file 1 
Comment: 
Please mention the inclusion criteria applied. How many children were included in this analysis from each 
survey? 
Response: 
The inclusion criteria (last born child age 0 – 23 months who were alive at interview and lived with their 
mother) is now inserted in the methods section 
Comment: 
I found it interesting that authors combined all provinces outside Sumatera and Java as Eastern 
Indonesia. The discrepancy between provinces in this group is known to be quite large. Was there any 
specific reason or theoretical background for authors to do so? Statistically, did authors also check if they 
all could be combined together as Easter Indonesia?    
Response: 
As a development term used by Indonesian government, Eastern Indonesia commonly covers area 
outside of Java, Sumatra and Kalimantan.  However, since 2 of 4 provinces in Kalimantan were among 
the worse half in age-inappropriate breastfeeding and dietary diversity, we decided to include Kalimantan 
as Eastern Indonesia in our analysis. We retested the final models using regions where Kalimantan was 
included as western Indonesia and the results were similar for all determinants.  The difference between 
Eastern and western became: 
“When we categorised Kalimantan in west Indonesia, the odds of age-inappropriate breastfeeding for east 
Indonesia was 17% higher (OR=1.17; 95%CI: 1.05 - 1.30, p=0.006) than that of west Indonesia.”  
“When we included Kalimantan in west Indonesia, the dietary diversity score for East Indonesia was 0.29 
less (95%CI: -0.38-0.19, p<0.0001) than that for west Indonesia.”   
“When we included Kalimantan in west Indonesia, the odds of consuming 3+ types of ASF in east 
Indonesia was 21%  (OR:0.79; 95%CI: 0.69-0.90, p= 0.0004) lower compared to west Indonesia.”   
This is now made clear in the methods and results sections. 
Comment: 
For ANC quality, what was the reason for authors for using those cut-off points? 
Response: 
We observed the histogram below of the total number of services the women had during ANC and found 
that the peak was at 6.  Thus, we categorized those having more than 6 as a very good performing ANC 
service and placed those having ≤6 into another category.  It is obvious from the histogram that those 
having 0-3 services had a similar percentage and thus we categorized them into a group as very low 





From the results, we could see that women’s empowerment factors were categorized into three groups. 
What was the basis of this categorization? 
Response: 
The category used for women’s empowerment follows those used in a previous publication (Sebayang, S. 
K., Efendi, F., & Astutik, E. (2019). Women’s empowerment and the use of antenatal care services: 
analysis of demographic health surveys in five Southeast Asian countries. Women Health, 1-17. 
doi:10.1080/03630242.2019.1593282).  Three group (tertiles) categories were used instead of quintile for 
easier interpretation. 
Comment: 
Did authors check for any potential interaction or collinearity between variables used in this analysis? 
Response: 
We checked the correlation between variables and did not find any suspicious collinearity.  We tested VIF 
for dietary diversity but did not find any VIF score >5.  In our analyses we did not assess for interactions. 
Comment: 
There is a variable titled knowledge level of women. What kind of knowledge level was used by authors? 
Response: 
The knowledge level variable was created using principal component analysis from a combination of 
formal education level and access to media.  This is now made clearer in the methods section 
Comment: 
Results and Discussion  
Tables should be self-explanatory. I suggest authors include footnotes to explain the constructed 
variables/indices used in this analysis, e.g. disagreement towards wife beating – what the variables 
consisted of? This is similar to decision making power, labour force variables; women knowledge. Please 
check throughout Table 3-4. 
Response: 
Footnotes added on Table 1-4 to explain Women’s empowerment 
Comment: 
Similar to the Introduction Section, I suggest authors to make the structure clearer, for example by 
structuring it based on outcomes per paragraph. 
Response: 
The results section has already been structured by outcomes and by factors.  For the discussion section 
we prefer to discuss it by factors instead of outcomes as we want to focus more on what factors 
government should focus on for improvement in overall child feeding practice.  For better flow, we 
changed the comparison with other study sections to follow the order of appearance of the outcome from 
age-inappropriate breastfeeding, dietary diversity and ASF 
Comment: 
Authors have covered most of the findings in the policy implications. I suggested authors include 
recommended actions to improve the quality of antenatal care or counselling provided, as well as the 
differences in region/provinces found in this study 
Response: 
Recommendations to improve the counselling are already added in the manuscript. We did not analyse 
the programmatic difference in provinces found in the study and thus cannot recommend specifically for 
each province.  We however provided a general recommendation for the government to focus on all 
eastern provinces and some provinces in west Indonesia that are still low performing. 
Comment: 
Another issue with age-inappropriate breastfeeding is the introduction of formula milk by birth attendants 
in health facilities directly after birth. What could authors recommend based on findings from other 
studies/previous literature? 
Response: 
We have now added recommendations to include marketing ethics as a health care quality measure 
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Dear Dr Sebayang: 
 
Thank you for submitting your revised manuscript "Determinants of age-appropriate 
breastfeeding, dietary diversity and consumption of animal source foods among children 0 – 23 
months: Analysis of the 2012 and 2017 Indonesian Demographic Health Surveys" to Maternal & 
Child Nutrition. Your manuscript ID is MCN-12-18-OA-3596.R1. Your paper will now be checked 
by the Editorial Office to ensure that it complies with our ‘Double Blind’ requirements and that it 
is ready to go to an Editor. If there are any changes required, your manuscript will be returned to 
you and you will receive instructions by email of what changes to make. If there are no changes 
required, your manuscript will be assigned to an Editor for initial assessment. 
 
Please mention the above manuscript ID in all future correspondence. You can also view the 
status of your manuscript at any time by checking your Author Centre after logging in 
to https://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/mcn. 
 
Thank you for choosing MCN for the publication of your work. 
 
Sincerely, 
Maternal & Child Nutrition Editorial Office 
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Dear Dr Sebayang: 
 
It is a pleasure to accept your manuscript entitled "Determinants of age-appropriate 
breastfeeding, dietary diversity and consumption of animal source foods among children 0 – 23 
months: Analysis of the 2012 and 2017 Indonesian Demographic Health Surveys" in its current 
form for publication in Maternal & Child Nutrition. 
 
First Look NEW: Please note although the manuscript is accepted the files will now be checked 
to ensure that everything is ready for publication, and you may be contacted if final versions of 
files for publication are required. 
 
Your article cannot be published until the publisher has received the appropriate signed license 
agreement. Within the next few days the corresponding author will receive an email from Wiley’s 
Author Services system which will ask them to log in and will present them with the appropriate 
license for completion. 
 
Payment of the Open Access Article Publication Fee: 
All articles published in Maternal & Child Nutrition  are fully open access: immediately and freely 
available to read, download and share. Maternal & Child Nutrition charges a publication fee to 
cover the publication costs.  If your article was originally submitted after July 25th 2019 the 
corresponding author for this manuscript will have already received a quote with the estimated 
article publication fee soon after the article was originally submitted. If your article was originally 
submitted before July 25th 2019, you will not have to pay this. If you have any questions about 
the article publication fee, please contact cs-openaccess@wiley.com. Once your accepted 
paper is passed to production, the corresponding author will soon receive an e-mail inviting 
registration with or log in to the Wiley-Blackwell Author Services site 
(http://authorservices.wiley.com/bauthor), where the publication fee can be paid by credit card 
or an invoice or proforma can be requested. Payment of the publication charge must be 
received before the article will be published online. 
 
 
Thank you for your contribution.  We look forward to your continued support of the Journal. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dr. Victoria Hall Moran & Prof. Rafael Pérez-Escamilla 
Senior Editors, Maternal & Child Nutrition 
mcnjournal@uclan.ac.uk 
 
P.S. Bring your research to life by creating a video abstract for your article! Wiley partners with 
Research Square to offer a service of professionally produced video abstracts.  Learn more 
about video abstracts at http://www.wileyauthors.com/videoabstracts and purchase one for your 
article at https://www.researchsquare.com/wiley or through your Author Services account. If you 
have any questions, please direct them to videoabstracts@wiley.com. 
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